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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 8 and 17 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

For applicant's argument, Eames teaches an access point (gateway 200) that 
has an interface means (IR receiver 472) to control the CATV module 490 to select a 
channel. The signal from the CATV module 490 is transmitted to antenna 494 through 
control bus 422 and wireless module 490. The antenna 494 sends the signal to the TV 
to be displayed (figure 3, col. 5 lines 18-29, 44-50 and col. 5 line 66 - col. 6 line 6). 
Therefore, the interface means acts as a user-interface related to the TV. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 8, 9, 17, 18 and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 



anticipated by US Patent No. 6,459,875 Eames et al. (Eames). 
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Considering claim 1, Eames teaches a system (figure 2), comprising: a gateway 
for use between a home network and an external data network (NID/filter 360 - figure 2, 
col. 4 lines 4-14); and an access point for the home network (gateway 200 - figure 2 
and 3, col. 4 lines 52-67); said access point device comprising: communication means 
(wireless module 490 - figure 3, col. 5 lines 44-50) for wireless data communication with 
at least one apparatus included in the home network (TV 199 - figure 3, col. 4 lines 15- 
18) and interface means for user-interface related to said at least one apparatus (col. 4 
lines 15-18), said interface means including at least an IR receiver for remote control of 
the at least one apparatus (IR receiver 472 - figure 3, col. 5 lines 18-24 and col. 5 line 
66 -col. 6 line 6). 

Considering claim 8, Eames teaches a device configured as an access point 
(gateway 200 - figure 2 and 3, col. 4 lines 52-67) for use with a gateway being used 
between a home network and an external data network (NID/filter 360 - figure 2, col. 4 
lines 4-14), the device comprising: communication means (wireless module 490 - figure 
3, col. 5 lines 44-50) for wireless data communication with at least one apparatus 
included in the home network (TV 199 - figure 3, col. 4 lines 15-18); and interface 
means for a user-interface related to said at least one apparatus (col. 4 lines 15-18), 
said interface means including at least an IR receiver allowing remote control of the at 
least one apparatus (IR receiver 472 - figure 3, col. 5 lines 18-24 and col. 5 line 66 - 
col. 6 line 6). 
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Considering claims 2 and 9, Eames teaches the access point device is 
connected to the gateway via a cable (gateway 200 - figure 2 and 3, col. 4 lines 58-67). 

Considering claim 17, Eames teaches an access point device (gateway 200 - 
figure 2 and 3, col. 4 lines 52-67) comprising: a first port configured to provide wireless 
among a plurality of appliances of a local network (gateway 200 - figure 2, col. 4 lines 
52-57) , wherein at least one of said plurality of appliances includes a gateway between 
a home network and an external data network (gateway 200 - figure 2 and 3, col. 4 
lines 52-67) and at least one other of said plurality of appliances is included in the home 
network (TV 199 - figure 3, col. 4 lines 15-18); a second port configured to provide an 
interface to the at least one other of said plurality of appliances (col. 4 lines 1 5-1 8); and 
an IR receiver allowing remote control of at least one of said plurality of appliances (IR 
receiver 472 - figure 3, col. 5 lines 18-24 and col. 5 line 66 - col. 6 line 6). 

Considering claim 18, Eames teaches at least one of said plurality of appliances 
includes a set-top box connectable to a monitor (television 199 and television set-top 
198 - figure 1, col. 2 lines 60-67), said second port being connectable to said set-top 
box through a cable having a length configured to allow placement of said access point 
device substantially near said monitor (television 199 and television set-top 198 - figure 
1 , col. 2 lines 60-67 and col. 4 line 41-51 , wherein Eames discuss that the gateway can 
be placed anywhere in the house, thus near the monitor). 
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Considering claims 21 and 23, Eames teaches the access point device further 
comprises a housing (figure 3), said interface means and said communication means 
being located within said housing (NIM 410 - figure 3, col. 4 lines 58-67). 

Considering claim 22, Eames teaches the access point device and gateway are 
located in separate housings (NID/filter 360 and wireless gateway 200 - figure 2). 

Considering claim 24, Eames teaches the access point device comprising a 
housing, said housing including said first port and said second port (col. 2 lines 60-67). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 6,459,875 Eames et al. (Eames) as applied to claims 1 and 8 above, and 
further in view of US Patent No. 6,481,013 Dinwiddie et al. (Dinwiddie). 

As to claims 4 and 1 1 , Eames teaches the apparatus of claims 1 and 8, but fails 
to teach that the access point device comprises a visual status indicator. 
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In an analogous art, Dinwiddie teaches an access point device comprises a 
visual status indicator (LED 1 86 - figure 8 and 9, col. 13 line 63 - col. 14 line 1 7). The 
light emitting diode indicates when the infrared signals are being detected. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Eames's system to include a visual status 
indicator, as taught by Dinwiddie, for the advantage of indicating when infra-red signals 
are being detected in a consumer electronic apparatus. 

6. Claims 5, 6, 12, 13 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,459,875 Eames et al. (Eames) as applied to claims 
1 and 8 above, and further in view of US Patent No. 6,622,304 (Carhart). 

As to claims 5 and 12, Eames teaches the apparatus of claims 1 and 8, but fails 
to teach that the access point device comprises a camera. 

In an analogous art, Carhart teaches an access point device comprises a camera 
(video camera 22, col. 8 lines 13-22). It is convenient to have a video camera for 
recording pictures or video. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Eames's system to include a camera, as taught 
by Carhart, for the advantage of recording pictures or video. 

As to claims 6 and 13, Bianchi teaches the apparatus of claims 1 and 8, but fails 
to teach that the access point device comprises a microphone. 
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In an analogous art, Carhart teaches an access point device comprises a 
microphone (audio microphone, col. 8 lines 13-22). It is convenient to have a 
microphone for recording voice. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Bianchi's system to include a microphone, as 
taught by Carhart, for the advantage of recording voice. 

As to claim 19, Eames teaches the access point device of claim 17, but fails to 
teach a camera configured to capture images, and provide said image to at least one of 
a monitor of said local network and an external network. 

In an analogous art, Carhart teaches a camera configured to capture images 
(video camera 22, col. 8 lines 13-22), and provide said image to at least one of a 
monitor of said local network and an external network (col. 8 lines 13-55). It is 
convenient to provide image for further processing. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Eames's system to include a camera configured 
to capture images, and provide said image to at least one of a monitor of said local 
network and an external network, as taught by Carhart, for the advantage of further 
processing. 
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7. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 6,459,875 Eames et al. (Eames) as applied to claims 1 and 8 above, and 
further in view of US Patent No. 6,567,984 (Allport). 

As to claims 7 and 14, Eames teaches the apparatus of claims 1 and 8, but fails 
to teach that the access point device comprises a FLASH memory card slot. 

In an analogous art, Allport teaches a system that reads multiple data streams 
with a Flash memory ROM (340 - figure 4, col. 15 lines 37-47). The FLASH memory 
card stores downloaded information such as TV schedules, CD track data, and pre- 
loaded infrared command libraries. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Eames's system to include a FLASH memory card slot, 
as taught by Allport, for the advantage of storing downloaded information. 

8. Claims 15, 16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,459,875 Eames et al. (Eames) as applied to claims 1, 8 and 17 
above, and further in view of US Patent Application No. 2002/0104095 Nguyen et al. 
(Nguyen). 

As to claims 15, 16 and 20, Eames teaches the apparatus of claims 1, 8 and 17, 
but fails to teach a lamp configured to indicate that an email message is waiting. 

In an analogous art, Nguyen teaches a lamp configured to indicate that an email 
message is waiting (figure 3, [0039]). It is convenient to provide a lamp to notify the user 
an email message is waiting. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Eames's system to include a lamp configured to indicate 
that an email message is waiting, as taught by Nguyen, for the advantage of notifying 
the user. 



Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gary Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-2822. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-5pm Monday to Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



GA 




